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EXAMINER'S ANSWER 



This is in response to the appeal brief filed March 15, 2004. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

A statement identifying the related appeals and interferences which will directly 
affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the decision in the pending appeal 
is contained in the brief. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of the claims contained in the brief is correct. 
No amendment after final has been filed. 

(5) Summary of Invention 

The summary of invention contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Issues 

The appellant's statement of the issues in the brief is correct. 

(7) Grouping of Claims 

The appellant's statement in the brief that certain claims do not stand or fall 
together is not agreed with because "sets" of dependent claims have similar structural 
limitations that are argued, by the applicant (i.e., page 12), to have similar patentable 
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features. Further, the section 112 rejection pertaining to the phrase "tape-like" does not 
apply to all the claims, therefore, the claims that are rejected under section 112 would 
stand or fall together. Furthermore, at the bottom of page 18, the arguments set forth 
by the applicant appear to contradict the previous position, i.e., "Although Applicant's 
have not separately argued the novelty and unobviousness of dependent claims...". 

In the interest of furthering the prosecution of the instant application, and in light 
of the extended prosecution to date, the examiner has chosen not to issue a notice of 
"defective brief to address these issues further. 

(8) Claims Appealed 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(9) Prior Art of Record 

08242526 A SASAKI et al 9-1 996 

4,933,512 NIMIYA et al 6-1990 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
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